SELECTION 4:
Bourgeoisie and Proletariat

o

T;Le upper and middle classes’ enthusiasm for industrialization and
[ , urbanization was not always shared by those who had to work in factories

for long hours with little pay. Life for them and their families was very dif-

ficult and their hope for improvement bleak.
L Thinkers of the age wrestled with the problem of the laborer’s plight
ik : and came up with a number of solutions. Many involved government in-
tervention to protect the health of workers, especially women and chil-
dren. Others saw the formation of labor unions to balance the power of
L) the industrialist as an answer. The most radical solutions urged a work-
ers’ revolution, by which the working class, the proletariat, would over-
throw all of the institutions set up by the bourgeoisie, the propertied class.
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A call for class revolution was issued by two Germans, Karl Marx and
Friedrich Engels, in memorable dramatic prose in The Communist Man-
ifesto. Its opening paragraphs, excerpted in the following selection, seek

to explain the issue.

-/ \ specter is haunting Europe—the specter of

Communism. All the powers of old Europe have
entered into a holy alliance fo exorcise this
spectei: Pope and Czar, Metternich and Guizot,
French radicals and German police spies.

Where is the party in opposition that has not
been decried as communistic by its opponents in
power? Where the opposition that has not hurled
back the branding reproach of Communism
against the more advanced opposition parties, as
well as against its reactionary adversaries?

Two things result from this fact:

I. Communism is already acknowledged by all
European powers to be itself a power.

I Tt is high time that communists should
openly, in the face of the whole world, publish
their views, their aims, their tendencics, and meet
this nursery tale of the specter of commumnism
with a Manifesto of the party itself.

To this end, communists of various nationali-
ties have assembled in London and sketched the
following Manifesto, to be published in the En-
glish, French, German, Italian, Flemish, and
Danish languages.

The history of all hitherto existing society is
the history of class struggles.

Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian,
lord and serf, guild-master and journeyman, in a
word, oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant
opposition to one another, carried on an uninter-
rupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that
each time ended, either in a revolutionary recon-
stitution of society at large or in the common ruir
of the contending classes.

In the earlier epochs of history, we find almost
everywhere a complicated arrangement of soci-
ety into various orders, a manifold gradation of
social rank. In ancient Rome we have patricians,
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knights, plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Ages,
feudal lords, vassals, guild-masters, journeymen,
apprentices, serfs; in almost all of these classes,
again, subordinate gradations.

The modern bourgeois society that has sprout-
ed from the ruins of feudal society has not done
away with class antagonisms. It has but estab-
lished new classes, new conditions of oppression,
new forms of struggle in place of the old ones.

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, pos-
sesses, however, this distinctive feature: it has
simplified the class antagonisms. Society as a
whole is more and more spliiting up info two
great hostile camps, into two great classes direct-
ly facing each other: bourgeoisie and proletariat.

From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the
chartered burghers of the earliest towns. From
these burgesses the first elements of the bour-
geoisie were developed.

The discovery of America, the rounding of the
Cape opened up fresh ground for the rising bour-
geoisie. The East Indian and Chinese markets, the
colonization of America, trade with the colonies,
the increase in the means of exchange and in com-
modities generally, gave to commerce, to naviga-
tion, to industry, an impulse never before known,
and thereby, to the revolutionary element in the
tottering feudal society, a rapid development.

The feudal system of industry, under which in-
dustrial production was monopolized by closed
guilds, now no longer sufficed for the growing
wants of the new markets. The manufacturing
system took its place. The guild-masters were
pushed on one side by the manufacturing middle
class; division of labor between the different cor-
porate guilds vanished in the face of division of
labor in each single workshop.

Meantime the markets kept ever growing, the
demand ever rising. Even manufacture no longer
sufficed. Thereupon, steam and machinery revo-
lutionized industrial production. The place of
manufacture was taken by the giant, modern in-
dustry, the place of the industrial middle class, by




144 WORLD HISTORY VOLUME 2: FROM A.D. 1500 TO THE PRESENT
|

industrial millionaires, the leaders of whole in-
dustrial armies, the modern bourgeois.

Modern industry has established the world
market, for which the discovery of America
paved the way. This market has given an im-
mense development to commerce, to navigation,
to communication by land. This development
has, in its turn, reacted on the extension of indus-
try; and in proportion as industry, commerce,
navigation, railways extended, in the same pro-
portion the bourgeoisie developed, increased its
capital, and pushed into the background every
class handed down from the Middle Ages.

We see, therefore, how the modem bour-

- geoisie is itself the product of a long course of
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development, of a series of revolutions in the
modes of production and of exchange.

Each step in the development of the bour-
geoisie was accompanied by a ‘corresponding po-
litical advance of that class.

After reading this selection, consider these
questions:

1. How does the manifesto understand
past history?

2. What does this interpretation of histo-
ry neglect?

3. What does the future hold for the
bourgeoisie according to Marx and
Engels?







